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FOREWORD

Information reportéa in this publication was develgpgdrundqr Technical
Assistance Contract - F.C.R.C. No. 301-300-14 Four Cu.uers Regional Commis-
sion, "Development Opportunities for Agriculture and Forestry Resources in

the Four Corners Region."

The research was jointly financed by the Four

Corners Legisnal Commission and the Experiment Stations of New Mexico,

Arizona, Colorado, and Utah.

The Agricultural Experiment Station at New

Mexico State University coordinated the study and served as prime contractor

with the Four Cornmers Regional Commission.

The other Experimeni Stations

served as subcontractors to New Mexico State University.

This report is one of five special reports which inventories the re-

sources used in the agricultural and forestry industries
The other inventory reports include information

Economic Development Region.

n the Four Corners

on land, water, capital, and forestry resources. -

Additional special fepdrts on development possibilities are being pre-
pared under this contract, and there will be a final report.

The four-state study team consists of the following individuals:
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" Assistant Director -
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New Mexico State University,

~and Four-State Administrative Advisor
University of Arizona

Thomas M. Stubblefield’

State Project Leader

John L. Fischer

William P. Gotsch

New Mexico State University
Thomas C. Clevenger -
State Project Leader

John D. Canady

Garrey E. Carruthers
Stephen W. Fuller

William D. Gorman

James R. Gray

Marlin L. Hanson

Robert R. Lansford

Alan J. Randall

William N. Cipener
Project Leader
New Mexico State University

Colorado State University

James A. Lewis

Co-state Project Leader
Albert G. Madsen- .
Co-state Project Luuder
Donald Sorenson
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Jay C. Anderson
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INTRODUCTION

Economic development implies, in part, enhancement of employment oppor-
tunities within target sub-regions. Target sub-regions may.be delineated
through examination of employment data; areas with serious unemployment
and/or underemployment problems are candidates for investment stimulus. The
type of investment and even the feasibility of investment may be dictated by
the present and potential quantity and quality of available labor resources
in a sub-region. -

This labor inventory summary is specific to the Four Corners Economic
Development Region (see figure 1) and was. developed as part of an Agricultural-
Forestry Development Project sponsored by the Four Corners Regional Commission.
The objective of this report is to summarize, for reference in later research, =
some of the pertinent aspects of labor in the region. Included are county
data on historical and projected employment levels, by industrial sector;

1969 agricultural and non-agricultural seasonal unemployment; 1960 under-
employment and man-years of economically unutilized labor, and unemployment
by years and by county.




ARIZONA™ , NEW MEXICO

Figure 1. FourVCorr'ters Economic Development Region
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EMPLOYMENT AND EMPLOYMENT TRENDS

Employment levels by county and industrial sector for 1960, 1964, 1967,
and projected 1970 and 1975 for the Four Cornmers Development Region are pre-
sented in Appendix A. These data were abstracted from "Back-up Working
Papers of Economic Analysis for Four Corners Vocational - Technical Education
Planning Project", an unpublished document prepared by the staff of the Four
Corners Regional Commissisn. One aspect of the report not covered in this
inventory but worthy of investigation for some development possibilities is
projected employment, by vocational skill, for 1967, 1970, and 1975,

Tables 1 through 4 on projected trends in agriculturai and non-
agricultural employment ty counties were designed to summarize the informa-
tion in Appendix A. The projected percentage changes were computed as

 follows:
. E,.. - E..
Pe;centz:Eij = *l97%;}Jﬂ’E 1960 1] x 100
1960 1]
where.E = employment . ‘
i = type of employment (agricultural,non-agricultural)
Jj = county )

L

hence the projected percentage change in employment is expressed in terms of
the base year, 1960. -

Employment is projected to increase in every state over the period 1960-
1975; total regional employment for the same period is also expected to in-
crease. The highest percentage change in state employment is expected in )
Arizona (73.42 percent); regional employment percentage change is also pro--
jected to be greatest in the Arizona counties within the Four Corners Region
(40.50 percent). Although projected increases in Utah's state employment
are relatively high (50.68 percent), Utah counties within the Four Corners
Region are expected to experience the smallest regional change (28.67 per-
cent). New Mexico's total employment is projected to increase 24.90 percent
over the base year by 1975; employment in the counties within the Four
Corners Region is projected to increase by 31.49 percent over the same period.
Employment projections for Colorado parallel those of New Mexico but the
rates are somewhat higher; 32.05 percent projected increase for the state and
36.44 percent for counties in Colorado within the Four Corners Region.

Four rcunties in Arizona, seven in Cclorado, eight in New Mexico, and
nine in Utah within the Four Corners Region are expected to have lower total
employment in 1975 than during the 1960 base year. / -

Non-agricultural employment in Arizona, Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, and.
in the sub-regions of these states is projected to increase from 1960 to
1975. State percentage changes range from 83.30 percent in Arizona to 33.71
percent in New Mexico; sub-regions percentage changes vary from 45.00 percent
in Arizona to .39.27 percent in New Mexico. On the other hand, agricultural
employment in all four states and their sub-regions is projected to decline,
with New Mexico and Utah expected to experience the greatest percentage re-
duction, -52.42 and -56.62, respectively. Percentage reduction in the Utah
sub-region is projected to be -63.02, the New Mexico sub-region is expected

T res— 3 )
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Table 1. Projected percentage change in employment; non-agricultural,
7 agricultural, and total; by county, Arizona, 1960-1975 }
. ~ )
~ County Non-agricultural Agricultural .. _ Total
percent percent percent
Apache 80.54 -41.67 | 73.63
Coconino 727.04 7 0 26.65
Gila - 4.17 7 -57.00 - 5.62
Graham 2,03 -47.00 -11.65‘
Greenlee - 8.76 - 0.50 . - 8.30
Mohave 372.26 - 0 347.45
Navajo 123,37 ’ 89,50 122,43
Pinal 24,09 19.38 23.08
Yavapai -1.91 -27.71 - 3.76
Sub-regionl 45.00 _ - 0.57 40,50
State 83. 30 T l18.40 73.42
1 Total for Arizona counties within the Four Corners Development Region.
Source: Derivéd from labor statistics abstracted from "Back-up Working

Papers of Economic Analysis for Four Cofners Vocational-Technical

Education Planning Project", an unpublished document prepared by

the staff of the Four Corners Regional Commission.

L]

gm'u»'d




\J'i.

™
£

Table 2. Projected percentage change in employment; non-agricultural,

agricultural, and total; by county, Colorado, 1960-~1975
County Non-agricultural Agricultural Total
percent peﬁcent percent
Alamosa 55.92 30.23 51.46
Archuleta 269.55 58.24 203.63
Baca 5.48 13.67 9.67
Bent ; 173.91 -12.06 88.14
Chaffee 38.35 ~-28.57 30.04
Cheyenne ) 47.14 -14,55 17.21
Conejos 63.28 -17.75 . 20.29
- . Costilla 54,74 ~10.98 — 20.33
Crow.ey f -40.61 -25.56 -34.88
Custer 86.62 -16.00 38.58
Delta 58.23 =14.21 26.33
Dolores 292.26 -28.89 217.57
Douglas 159.12 ) . -17.74 112,76
Elbert 67.03 . -18.83 13.75
El Paso 52.29 ~25.04 . 49,72
Fremont 70.87 -13.71 62.82
Gunnison 128.02 - -18.08 - 99,40
Hinsdale . 22,86 : ~56.67 ] - 1.00
Huerfano 53.40 ~24,86 31.07
Kiowa 61.89 -21.14 19.03
Kit Carson 82.65 © ~11.68 35.41
Lake ) 33.72 -28.57 33.04
La Plata 36.95 63.28 40.84
Las Animas 63.73 -19.70 45,56 :
Lincoln 74,75 =-19.72 T 29,97
Mesa . 28.48 -10.11 23.03
Mineral 17.36 -33.33 9.36-
Montezuma 59.65 ’ -43.03 ) 35.46
Montrose 13.03 -19.06 . 4.64
Otero 23.41 . -17.78 14.90
Ouray i 5.97 ~29,92 - 2,65
Park : 100. 39 ~22.29 - 50.92
Pitkin i - 228.69 -20.00 214,06
Prowers 75.90 ~28.04 43,53
.ucblo 32,31 -36.50 K 30.53
Rio Grande - 1,75 -16.50 - 5.46
Saguache - 8.12 ~29.31 -17.71 .
San Juan -28.72 0 . =28.61 ‘
. San Miguel ~32.56 i ~61,25 -36.39
Teller 1 19.75 -19.64 14.86
. ~ Sub-region 44,135 -15.16 . 36.44
~ State 35.57 ~17.10 . 32,05
) g_ 1 Total for Colorado counties within the Four Corners Dcvelopment Region.

[ Source: See table 1. . 5




Table 3. Projected percentage chang?vin employment; non-agricultural,

2

agricultural, and total; by county; New Mexico, 1960-1975

Coungy

Non-agricultural Agricultural Total
percent percent percent
M
Bernalilleg 47.17 ~49.57 46.43
Catron -34.48 -58.62 -45.76
Chaves 2.93 -31.11 - 0.79
Colfax 10.13 -40.64 2.28
De Baca -13.09 -62.82 31.58-
Grant 26.56 ~52.00 20.48
Guadalupe 32.71 -78.98 - 9,63
Harding - 7.07 - 8.67 - 7.86
Lincoln 186.51 -17.06 127.85
Los™ Alamos 33.80 0 33.80
McKinley 33.08 - -80.43 24,14
Mora 95.69 -84.68 ©=29,23
Otero - 2.14 -61.90 - 5.20
Rio Arriba 74,71 ~-83.94 26.77
Sandoval 269,25 -89.75 117.02
San Juan 41.70 -74.25 34.98
San Miguel 4,57 -77.70 -11.59
Santa Fe 33.73 -62.58 29.43
Socorro .12.02 -55.62 2,57
Taos 145,77 -78.67 - 84.51
Torrance 47,29 -73.94 7.55
Valencia 1 - 8.26 -39.56 -11.73
Sub-region 39.27 -62.49 31.49
State 33.71 ~52.42 24.90

Source: See table 1.

... 1 Total for New Mexico counties within the Four Corners Development Region.
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Table 4. Projected percentage change in employment; non-agricultural,

agriculiural, and total; by county, Utah, 1960-1975

County Non-agricultural Agricultural Total
’ percent percent *  percent

Beaver 43.01 =41.14 23.11
Carbon 4123 -70.00 1.29
Daggett : -35.13 -78.33 -42.77
Duchesne 16.16 -72.89 -18.24
Emery - 6.54 -73.28 : =25.43.
Garfield 42.72 -73.61 14.93 “"—"K-’
Grand . $9.51 -72.73 63 25
Iron 86.36 =56.49 6. 51 '
Juab 74.60 -74.12-— - 44,96
Kane 3.25 -71.67 ' -10.51
Millard 28.58 -53.81 - 3,74
Piute o 41.52 R -70.00 -13.52
San Juan . -29.86 ’ -72.24 -36.40
Sanpete 82.93 -70.28 25.14
Sevier M\ 10.48 - -69.26 - 8.44
Summit . - 63,57 ) =74.49 25.16.
Uintah 24.99 © =73.95 6.00
Utah 63,02 =41.04 55.51
Wasatch 62.64 =72.75 31.25
Washington 62.36 -61.97 33.66
Wayne 1 . 28.28 -71.72 =21.12
Sub-region 46.32 =-63.02 28.67
State 38.55 -56.62 50.68

1 Total for Utah counties within the Four Corners Development Region.

Source: See table 1.




to lose 62.49 percent of its 1960 agricultural employment by 1975. Colorado's
and Arizona's expected decline in agricultural employment ig moderate relative
to situations in New Mexico and Utah. Arizona's agricultural employwent is
projected to decline 18.40 percent over the peripd 1960-75, sub-regional ugri-
cultural employment is Projected to decline .57 percent. Colorado's agricul-
tural employment in 1975 will be 17.10 percent below the 1960 base, Colorado's
sub-regional agricultural employment should decline 15.16 percent. Within
sub-regions, 35 of 40 Colorado counties, 19 of .22 New Mexico counties, 5 of 9
Arizona counties, and all 2] Utah counties have projected reductions in agri-
cultural employnent. Regional agricultural employment is projected to decline
21,104 between 1960 and 1975. _ -

AT me— L
f

' UNEMPLOYMENT

Unemployment is the topic most often discussed in the conr xt of national
goals and monetary and fiscal Policy. Recent attempts to curb inflation have
led to a rise in national unemployment. While this recent trend may be re-
flected in some of “he statistics presented in this section; the objective cof
including this information was to facilitate detection of counties surfering
chronic unemployment. Thess data are not temporally compatible; information
on unemployment rates were not available in some states for 1965-1967.

T .

Tables 5 through 8 summarize unemployment levels and percentage unemploy-
ment, by counties, in the four sub-vregions. The level of unemployment was
consistently higher in the Utah sub-region than in the other three; New Mexico
sub-region unemployment rates approach those of Utah; and Arizona and Colorado
rates for the comparable years are considerably lower. 1In 1969, Arizona un-
employment rates varied from a low of 2.4 percent in Greenlee County to 6.2
percent in Apache County. Colorado unemp loyment varied from 1.4 percent in
Baca County to 10.7 percent in Saguache, New Mexico rates ranged from 2.1 in
Los Alamos County to a regional high of 15.9 percent in Rio Arriba County.
Iron County, Utah had the lowest rate of unemployment in that sub-region
(4.1 percent), Garfield and Kane counties had the highest rate, 13.6 percent.

Unemployment rates in 1969 equaled or exceeded six percent in 30 of the
36 coun.ies i1 the Four Corners Development Region. Seven of the 96 counties
had 1969 unemployment rates in excess of 10 percent,

SEASONAL UNEMPLOYMENT

Because development possibilities offer only seasonal employment, evalu-
ating seasonal employuent, by counties, may help specify target development
areas. The following section is a report on 1969 total and agricultural
seasonal employment, by counties, in the Four Corners Development Region
(tables 9 through 12). The crude index of seasonality was computed as fol-
lows: : ;

Percent Seasonal Employment = Eﬂ!EEEELﬁ x 100

" where EHM = highest monthly employment
ELM = lowest monthly employment -

8
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Table 5. Unemployment and percentage of unemployment. by county, Arizona

sub-region, 1967-1969

. .

1967 1968 1969
Unem- Unem~ Unem-~ . -
County ployment Percent ployment Percent ployment Percent
Apache 375 5.9 550 6.5 575" . 6.2
Cochise 800 3.8 675 3.3 650 3.1
Coconino 750. 4.2 775 4,1 700 3.5
Gila 425 5.3 375 4.4 325 3.4 0
Grahan 300 7.1 225 5.5 175 4.1
Greenlee 150 4.2 150 3.9 100 2.4
Maricopa 12,900 3.9 10,200 2.9 9,800 2.6
Mohave 325 5.1 300 4.6 275 3.4
Navajo 575 5.2 600 5.0 475 3.4
Pima 4,100 3,9 4,306 3.9 3,600 3.1
Pipal . - 650 3.0 675 3.1 s15 2.6
Santa Cruz 275 5.3 300 5.7 250 4.7
Yavapai 475 4.6 450 47 400 4.3
Yuma 1,500 5.6 1,050 4.0 975 3.6
Sub-region 21,900 3.6 18,600 2.9

Source: Arizona Basic Economic and Manpower Data, Arizona State

Employment Secvice,.Rescarch and Information.




Table 6. Unemployment and percentage unemployment, by county, Colorado

sub-region, 1968-1969

1968 - 1969
County Unemployment Percent Unemployment Percent

Alamosa i86 185
Archuleta - 74 - 111
Baca 42 30
Bent 54 . 90
Chaffee 138 ] : 123
Cheyénne 30 24
Conejos 201 . 240
Costilla . 129 96
Crowley - 98 96
Custer 21 - 13
Delta 253 - 284
Dolor:s 13 ) 10
Douglas ) 67 64
Elbert 31 27
El Paso 1,960 ' 2,140
Fremont . 277 280
Gunnison : 166 T 147
Hinsdale 5 ) ) 5
Huerfano 111 126
Kiowa 27 ’ 15
‘Kit Carson _ 60 65
Lake 112 83
La Plata ) 337 ’ . 339
Las Animas . 224 ] N 235
Lincoln 43 48
Mesa i 812 423
Mineral 4 7 5
Montezuma 176 202
Montrose 295 - 277
Otero 328 371
Ouray 25 18
Park. 32 25
Pitkin . 67 -85
Prowers 170 152
Pueblo 1,900 1,900
“Rio Grande 158 164
Saguache : 100 ' 153
" San Juan 12 8
Teller ’ 38 45
Sub-region 8,778 - 9,104

Source: Colorade I,ivision of Employment, Research and Analysis.
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The basic premise is that the lowest monthly employment level represents base
employment in the county. Monthly labor reports by sector, if needed, are
available from the Employment Security Commission offices.

The percentage of total seasonal employment for 1969 did not differ .
significantly among three of the four sub-regions. The percentages of total
seasonal employment in Arizona (17.7 percent), Colorado (19.5 percent), and
Utah (18.4 percent) sub-regions were fairly consistent, ‘even though the base
employment levels differed considerably. New Mexico's seasonal employment
was relatively low, 12.6 percent. Over 16 percent of the Four Corners Region
employment was considered seasonal in 1969. Three of nine Arizona counties,
36 of 40 counties in Colorado, half of the New Mexico counties, and 16 of 21
counties ipn Utah had total seasonal employment rates in excess of that com-
puted for the region. A number of Colorado counties have extremely high
seasonal employment percentages, ranging up to 90.6 percent of base employ-
ment. Daggett County, Utah, with a small employment base, has the highest
seasonal employment rate--114.3 percent of base employment. '

Arizona (20.9) and New Mexico (21.1) sub-region agricultural scasonal
employment. percentages are comparable; Colorado (148.0) and Utah (113.9)
rates may also be considered comparable but are considerably higher than
those computed for the two southern sub-regions. As computed from the tables,
9.8 percent of Arizona sub-region total seasonal employment -may be attributed
to seasonal employment in agriculture, 58.6 percent of Colorado's, 7.2 per-
cent of New Mexico's, and 35.3 percent of Utah's sub-regions total seasonal
employment may be attributed to seasonality of agricultural production.

Seasonal agricultural ehployment in the region was approximately 90 per-
cent. Thirty-eight of 40 Colorado counties had agricultural seasonal employ-
ment rates in excess of the regional rate, 16 of 21 Utah counties had rates
above 90 percent. None of the counties in Arizona or New Mexico had seasonal
agricultural employment rates approaching the regional percentage.

It is, of course, difficult to speculate on the characteristics of the
seasonally employed. Many may be migrant workers following particular har-
vesting patterns. If many are local residents, Utah and Colorado have many
counties which are likely targets for investments intended to provide off-
season employment opportunities. Evaluation of the goal--provision of year=-
around employment opportunities--must await more in depth study of the char-
acteristics of the seasonal labor force in the area under consideration.

UNDEREMPLOYMENT

Estimates of 1960 male and female underemployment for all counties in
the United States have been generated by Kampe and Lindamood.l pata for
their study were taken from a 25-percent sample of the 1960 Census of Popula-
tion. Presumably this analysis will be repeated for 1970 when census data
are available. The 1960 estimates of underemployment and man-years of

1 Kampe, R. E. and W. A. Lindamood, "Underemployment Estimates by County,
United States, 1960", Report No. 166, ERS-USDA, Washington, D. C.
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economically unutilized labor for Four Corners counties are presented to
allow an additional reference -tu employment situatio
Collation of these data with the information on 1969 seasonal
employment may indicate that employment conditions in many areas have re-

ment region.

mained stable over the past decade.

The national median income was ad

istics:

e o

.

.

£ W M

Man-years of economically unutilized labbr, indicated in tables 9
through 12, were derived by multiplying the rate
number of employed civilians in the labor force.

The percentage of male underem
ranged from 32.9 in Hinsdale County

from a

labor..

As was the case for seasonality information, ‘i
ment may be useful in evaluating investment possib

The procedure used in measuring county underemployment
involved comparing the actual median income of
a derived county standard.

Age - color mix

Education status

Labor force status

Employmen; factor (employment status)

target development areas.

If a low income area is also an area of underem
demand for labor through increased bu

be met by the local labor force, because
at less than capacity with respect tc age
attributes.3

These data,

possibility.

Some salient information on labor resourc
the Four Corners Development Region is summari
should prove useful in subsequent consideratio

Two notes of caution are in order.

2 Ibidc, pc io

3 1Ibid., p. 1
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a county against
The county standard was the national
median income adjusted to reflect the earning capacity of the
county labor forée if county incomes were the same as for the
national labor force with similar earning chgracteristics.2

of underemployment by the-

ployment within the Four Corners Region
2 » Colorado, to a high of 47.0 percent in
Costilla County, Colorado; the percentage of female underemployment ranged
low of -75.9 in Hinsdale County,
Millard County, Utah.

Colorado, to a high of 56.9 in
(Tables 13-16) Ten counties in the region (three

in Arizona, one in Colorado, four in New Mexico, two in Utah), in 1960, had
negative total man-years of e
82 counties had varying levels,

conomically unutilized labor. The remaining

from 39 to 8,837 man-years of unutilized

ployment, expanding
siness activity can most likely
it has been functioning

» education, and other

although somewhat outdated, may prove useful in judging this

es and labor availability in
zed in this report.
n of investment opportunities.

Past employment characteristics, evaluated

ns within the develop- '

justed with the following labor character-

nformation on underemploy-
ilities z~d in specifying

These data




Table 13. Percentage of underemployment and maﬂ-years of economically
unutilized labor, Arizona, 1960
Percentage of Man-years of Economically—-———
Underemployment Unutilized Labor
County Male Femala Male Female Total
Apache -30.3  -21.1 -1,252 - 377 -1,629
Coconino -3.6 326 - 32 1,202 920
Gila -9.9 212 - s62 43 - 128
Graham 13.4 332 398 396 794
" Greenlee - 46 3.9 - 124 245 121
Mohave 8.9 18.7 - 175 168 343
Navajo -27.1 3.3 -1,670 83  -1,587
Pinal 8.7 29.6 1,163 1,261 2,424
Yavapai - 9.5 27.1 - 656 852 1,508

1 For additional information on underemployment estimates, see Williams
Glasgow, "Developing Estimates of Economic Underemployment fur the
Rural Labor Force of Seven Southern States," Americas Journal of
Agricultural Economics, Vol. 50, Number 5, December 1968.

Source: Kampe, R. E. and W. A. Lindamood, "Underemployment Estimates

by County, United States, 1960," Report No. 166, E.R.S.,

.- U.S.D.A., Washington, D. C.
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Table 14, Percentage of underemployment and man-years of economically
unutilized labor, Colorado, 1960
Percentage Man-years Economfcally
Underemployment Unutilized Labor

County Male Female Male Female Total
Alamosa 22.9 36.8 535 409 944
Archuleta 26.8- 24.9 128 46 174
Baca 25.4 16.9 433 70 503
Bent 31.2 17.3 509 109 618
Chaffee B 4.4 31.4 83 291 374
Cheyenne T 217 36.0 161 166 327
Conejos 41.2 - 4.4 681 - 22 659
Costilla 47.0 -65.0 33 - 91 222
Crowley 26.1 3.4 240 9 249
Custer 43.0 =-22.3 126 - 20 104
Delta 3.8 17.1 1,312 240 1,552
Dolores - 0.3 35.5 - 1 74 73
Douglas 12.4 17.5 '161 59 220
Elbert 40.4 35.3 440 111 551
El Paso 11.2 - —20,1 2,939 - 3,331 6,270
Fremont 27.1 - 3.7 1,110 - 61 1,049
Gunnison 28.2 48.3 410 323 733
Hinsdale' -32.9 -75.9 - 0= 23 = 11 - 34
Huerfano 15.0 -16.6 219 - 110 109
Kiowa 18.3 15.7 125 38 163
Kit Carson 22.3 24.0 419 ‘157 576
Lake 8.8 42.6 178 264 442
La Plata 17.2 21.4 791 424 1,215
Las Animas 22.0 -12.7 906 =~ 176 730
Lincoln 24,1 34.0 368 171 539
Mesa 14.1 26.1 1,745 - 1,416 3,161
Mineral 27.3 14.8 34 5 39
Montezuma 11.6 15.7 362 180 542
Montrose 26.4 26.9 1,222 420 1,642
Otero 15.0 16.3 835 393 1,228
Quray 18.3 41.9 81 55 136
Park 25.6 40.3 136 81 217
Pitkin 30.7 25.1 210 89 299
Prowers 25.5 18.4 868 265 1,133
Pueblo - 0.8 8.9 - 208 1,031 823
Rio Grande 35.3 24.b 932 239 1,171
Saguache 43,7 39.9 477 149 626
San Juan 33.2 -10.7 68 -~ 5 63
San Miguel 2.3 19.8 19 37 56
Teller 26,2 31.7 191 100 29

r

1

For additional information on underdevelopment estimates, see Williams
and Glasgow, "Developing Estimates of Economic Underemployment for the
Rural Labor Force of Seven Southern States," American Journal of
Agricultural Economics, Vol. 50, Number 5, December 1968.

Source: See Table 13
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Table 15. Percentage of underemployment and man-yeargs cf economically
unutilized labor, New Mexico, 1960

ve—————

“Percentage Man-years Economicaliy
Underemployment Unutilized Labor

County Male  Female Male Female Total
Bernalillo 6.6 17.4 3,828 5,009 8,837
Catron 22.0 38.0 176 51 227
Chaves 13.8 15.6 1,523 806 2,329
Colfax 18.9 32.4 590 385 975
De Baca 38.7 46.7 294 137 431
Grant 18.2 21.6 799 383 1,182
Guadalupe 9.5 23,1 96 80 176
Harding 36.2 4.6 156 5 161
Lincoln 34.4 38.2 666 293 959
Los Alamos - 0.4 42.8 - 14 658 644
McKinley -19.7 -17.9  -1,231 - 485 -1,716
Mora 32.3 -15.2 233 - 3 203
Otero 5.0 3.1 368 1,047 1,415
Rio Arriba 6.8 -25.7 219 - 295 - 76
Sandoval 13.6 2.6 264 15 279
“San Juan -14.4 33.2 -1,618 1,223 - 395
San Miguel 43.4 13.9 1,567 238 1,805
Santa Fe 18,1 2.5 1,637 . 129 1,766
Socorro 30.4 23.8 644 '150 794
Taos - 37.7 17.9 741 154 895
Torrance 18.2 25.9 244 112 . 356
Valencia -'8.6 29.8 - 754 661 - 93

1 For additional information on underdevelopment estimates, see Williams
and Glasgow, "Developing Estimates of Economic Underemployment for the
Rural Labor Force of Seven Southern States," American Journal of

Agricultural Economics, Vol. 50, Number 5, December 1968.
Source: See Table 13 22
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Table 16. Percentage of underémployment and man-years of economically
vnutilized labor, Utah, 1960

Percentaga Man-years Ecunomically
Underamployment™ | Unutilized Labor
County Male Female Male Female Total

Beaver 19.8 48.4 214 165 379
Carbon -13.6 40.7 - 661 508 ~ 63
Daggett 10.6 38.0 35 32 67

Duzhesne 22.2 43.4

Emery ) 28.7 45.4
Garfield ] 36.2 55.0
Grand 4.8 49.3 86
Iron 20.6 47.7 584
Juab 29.4 41.8 310
Kane 17.0 ° 54.6 101

Millard 38.5 56.9 722

Piute 441 53.2 165
San Juan -1501:;—-' ,4302 . 287 haed 39

Sanpete . 36.8 35.7 961 1,233

Sevier . 27.5 43.2 733 1,118
Summit 13.4 45.5 186 372
Uintah 12.4 44.0 333 688
Utah 10.4 ‘ 45.0 2,450 6,618
Wasatch 21.7 " 45.3 290 459
Washington 24.3 48.9 548 761

Wayne 34.1 54.6 131 - 51 182

——

1 For additional information on underdevelopment estimates, see Williams
and Glasgow, 'Developing Estimates of Economic Underemployment for the
Rural Labor Force of Seven Southern States," American Journal of
Agricultural Economics, Vol. 50, Number 5, December 1968.

Source: See Table 13
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to' identify target areas, do not include the possibility of labor mobility.
Investments leadit3 to a substantial number of employment opportunities will
result in ‘umigration of workers; most management personnel probably would be
imported. Secondly, private investment normally flows to areas of high pro-
ductivity, but many areas with serious employment problems cannot provide a
highly skilled labor force. In this case, vocational training may need to
become a consideration in formulating investment strategies.

-
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Table 17. Employmenat by Industry, by County and State, Four Corners Zconomic Developeent gegton, Estimates

x

for 1960, 1963, 1967, 1970 and 1975.

o = x

State, County,
Year

Gila

Grahm

1970
1915

Creenlee

1966

19%7
1970
1275

Mohave
1960

19%7
1970
1975

¥avajo
1960
1965
1967
1970
1975

Pinal
1960
1965
19%7
1970
1575

Yavapal
1960
196%
197
1970
1975

ARIZONA:

2,100
2,300

1,803
1,808

[YSReY. 35

36
21

4,700
4,250
2,750
2,363
1,838

800
1,100
900
1,041
1,128

Total for Counties

tn Region
1960
1964
1967
1970
1975

ARTZONA:
State Total
1960
195
1967
1970
1975

10,101
10,025
7,276
7,122
7,055

15,402

5,800
3,850
2,710
2,276
2,023

31,000
27,500
23,260
20,882
17,975

2,010

500

1,300
1,730
2,786

700
534
a1

200
200
250
262
284

1,000
1,250
1,050
1,154
1,352

700
550
650
584
4%

600
450
500
432
e

24,500

26,240
26,899
28,339

~_Trade

120
. 180
220
291
466

280
370
420

99

360

2,070
2,240

2,535 _

2,113
3,295

16,010
18,440
20,435
22,792
27,460

Non-Asricultural Employmeat
Trarn,, Cosm

. & Wholesale Retatl
Rublie teil.

Trade

3,840

360

520
1
498

320

259

8,230
8,860
10,040
10,98
12,919

64,070
73,660
81,800
91,189
109,876

j;l(;7 27

Finance
Insurance Services Covt.

1,10
1,400
1,690
1,95
2,562

16,203
20,800
22,990
27,203
3,182

Other

Fed.

800 800
1,500 1,430
1,470 1,575
1,95 2,096
3,150 1,376
1,300 2,490
1,350 2,070
2,300 2,490
2,710 2,328
1,565 2,074

500 340

550 340

600 429

646 49

2 W

400 80

350 115

150 110

m 135

28) 190

200 -30

150 50

200 50

179 66

150 107

360 200

450 280

550 425
1,01 S6S
1,822 9
1,000 760
1,050 1,310
1,100 1,580
1,16) 2,102
1,219 1,386
1,100 690
1,150 900
1,150 1,000
1,180 1,196
1,233 1,612

900 900
1,200 - 7120
1,200 880
1,422 806
1,887 696
6,500 6,290
7,850 7,215
9,220 8,530
10,695 9,735
14,045 12,829
49,600 25,880

63,700 30,315
72,670 36,420
86,758 42,884
117,326°57,338

State &
loc. Covt.

570
815
1,164
1,875

640
1,090
1,320
1,756
2,829

1,910
2,500
2,800
3,32
4,561

1,100
880
1,070
979
844

7,410
8,835
10,205
11,838
15,7%

4,220
55,885
66,965
80,264
109,458

121

1,500
1,500
1,650
1,685
1,762

800
800
700
680
68

700
100
550
522
4719

200
300
250
Jos
428

500
800
1,00C
1,30
2,16)

1,000
1,000
1,000
1,000
1,000

2,100
2,300
2,300
2,426
2,65)

1,800
1,900
1,800
1,8
1,900

9,000
9,600
9,475
9,966
11,118

56,000
60,700
65,125
69,582
78,081

2,901
4,650
6,300
8,309
13,228

7,000
8,800
© 9,600
11,287
15,636

14,600
15,100
14,700
15,638
18,117

9,100
8,500
8,900
8,778
8,926

65,804
69,625
12,10
78,540
95,413

394,05
449,075
507,406
574,779
722,746

327
379

4,000
3,700
4,700

4,728 ¢

4,775

100
400
800
673
506

7,200
65025
7,875
7,555
7,159

42,400
40,025
37,875
36,470
34,599

" 86,095

102,572

436,705
489,100
545,281
611,249
757,245
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Table 17, continuved.
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State, County,

Year Mining Construc,
COLORADO
Alasose .
1962 1 80
1964 1 E
1967 1 54
1910 1 50
1975 1 45
Archuleta
1962 1 2
1964 5 3
1967 17 90
1970 22 119
1975 36 192
Baca
1962 40 21
1964 32 29
1967 40 65
1970 36 86
1975 32 139
Beat
1962 4 24
1964 4 25
1967 1 26
1970 0 26
1975 0 28
Chaffee
1962 L] 25
1964 15 32
1967 Y 39
1970 12 47
1975 7 64
Cheyenne
1 1 -9
1964 1 4
1967 1 s
1970 1 3-
1975 1 2
Conejos
1962 20 3
1964 40 n
1967 .80 ]
1970 106 ?
1975 m 12
Costilla
1962 5 1
1964 5 1
1967 5 2
1970 5 2
1975 5 3
Crowley
1962 1 12
1964 1 1%
1967 1 16
1970 1 18
1975 1 22
Custer
1962 4 2
1964 1 2
1967 17 2
1970 0 2
1975 0 2
Delte
1962 49 12
1964 50 112
1967 55 $9
1970 36 51
1975 59 41

comNN

18

285
3
610

24)
167
287,
239
219

-t

s s s

Trade

Non-Agricultural Employsent

Tran., Comm. & Wholesale Retafl
Public Util.

236
61
13
82
48

»

120
135
15
119
126

BRNN -~

13
62
109

59

Tota
Other Non-.

e

O N BN S—

XV S
BN~
VD

[SENENR RNy
-
O =N W

-
cComBS

7%,
1,120
1,239

2,016

142

265

1,779
1,905
2,168
2,361
2,815

1,

Agriculture Total
1

1
rt. ¥

630

2,536
2,530
2,98
3,201
3,81

51
723
986

1,186

1,673

1,157
1,18
1,799
1,831
1,927

1,366
1,735
1,829
2,034
2,510

1,691
1,751
n

1,827
2,199

680
679
m
136
197

1,508
1,466
1,580

1,816

370

3,179
3,285
3,468
3,623
4,016




!
{

Feo -

Table 17, conttnued.

State, County, Tran., Comm. & Wholesale Retail Finance Other Fed. State & Total
Year Mining cConstruc. Manufac. Public Util. Teade  Trade Insurance Services Govt. loc. Covt. Other Non-Agfi. Ewployment Employment
COLORADO (continued) .
Dolores
1962 7 4 H 40 4 52 9 H H 150 16 297 90 387
1964 80 1 40 48 13 33 7 4 H 150 15 393 85 478
1967 80 1 40 50 15 176 175 2 10 150 20 719 80 799
1970 106 0 53 58 19 193 232 1 12 150 20 e52 73 925
1975 171 0 85 75 32 234 378 .0 17 150 21 1,163 64 1,229
Douglas
1962 45 72 225 11 H 122 4 33 15 202 12 746 265 1,01
1964 46 80 380 15 64 180 15 44 i 230 7 1,092 258 1,347
1967 40 89 225 16 100 240 17 78 k14 270 4 1,113 240 1,353
1970 39 96 275 19 133 319 22 103 45 301 2 1,360 31 1,591
1975 38 m 386 27 2% 514 36 167 72 362 1 1,933 Pt} 2,151
Elbert
1962 1 & 40 19 16 74 9 16 15 169 4 367 600 967
1964 1 7 4 16 12 56 12 24 s 195 -1, 406 575 981
1967 1 21 50 1% 16 39 13 20 40 2 4 449 540 989
1970 1 27 S4 12 14 30 is 24 53 260 2 498 519 1,017
1975 1 43 62 9 12 20 21 34 85 s 1 ~613 487 1,100
El Paso )
1962 125 2,928 4,463 1,885 1,186 6,879 1,922 6,977 5,430 4,250 20 36,285 1,250 37,538
1964 118 3,338 3,865 2,199 1,436 7,759 1,762 7,641 5,550 4,410 100 38,178 1,180 39,358
1967 119 3,201 6,393 2,656 1,33 9,328 2,258 9,799 5,700 4,650 109 45,849 1,080 46,629
1970 113 3,627 6,561 3,028 1,472 10,417 2,264 10,907 5,807 4,806 79 48,888 1,026 49,912
1975 109 3,841 6,850 3,769 1,733 12,524 2,274 13,039 5,989 5,079 46 55,260 937 56,197
Fremont *
1962 255 91 m 179 7% 477 100 409 500 900 30 3,327 350 3,677
1964 302 126 &7 166 79 842 106 444 530 1,000 12 3,780 340 4,120
1967 256 108 465 99 72 620 123 577 570 1,300 40 4,230 328 4,555
1970 273 126 593 8% 72 688 131 640 599 1,463 L) 4,705 316 5,021
1975 304 165 892 65 7% 818 146 763 651 1,783 20 5,685 302 5,987
Gunnison .
191 189 39 3 58 10 247 38 113 120 200 22 1,067 260 1,327
1964 204 321 46 49 1% 364 51 172 137 213 20 1,593 250 1,843
1967 237 59 42 68 25 ELH 54 236 150 2%0 20 1,516 238 1,751
1970 256 78 52 66 3 489 65 4 165 256 18 1,796 226 2,022
1975 291 126 7% 63 53 732 1] 503 1% 286 17 2,433 213 2,646
Hinsdale
13 6 1 3 1 2 4 2 1 20 15 70 30 100
1965 15 10 1 1 1 1 1 4 3 16 15 65 26 9"
1967 13 13 1 2 2 1 1 4 4 10 15 68 23 91
1970 15 17 1 1 2 0 0 H 5 7 15 71 19 90
1975 15 27 1 0 3 0 0 L] 8 4 15 86 13 99
Huerfano
1962 39 19 55 30 52 226 26 83 90 300 7 927 370 1,297
1964 43 13 46 25 45 233 25 127 95 350 2 1,004 350 1,354
1967 3 & 50 23 45 263 28 140 110 400 4 1,100 320 1,420
1970 3 2 45 20 41 274 28 183 117 450 2 1,201 303 1,504
1975 3 1 39 16 33 298 28 289 130 550 1 1,422 278 1,700
Kiowa
1962 1 4 2 27 3 97 1 14 10 130 1 328 350 678
1964 40 3 2 26 15 103 17 14 19 150 1 9 338 726
1967 15 1 2 45 16 [} 17 9 21 180 5 396 310 706
1970 19 0 2 49 1n 84 21 8 27 203 6 437 297 734
1975 32 0 2 58 6 83 3 7 45 250 10 5 276 807
Kit Carson B -
1962 2 63 27 56 $5 257 23 128 20 268 23 922 928 1,847
1964 1 42 3% 38 7% 320 40 9% 51 310 4 1,008 900 1,908
1967 1 63 24 29 114 %46 54 153° 58 360 7 1,206 870 2,076
1970 0 54 25 21 149 400 n 142 7 408 5 1,350 849 2,199
1975 0 42 28 13 232 510 13 123 17 492 3 1,684 817 2,501
Lake
1962 2,138 46 20 104 1 356 42 185 68 188 9 3,167 3s 3,202
1964 2,118 36 21 78 21 304 41 190 48 218 . 9 3,084 3 3,nz
1967 2,626 51 17 127 20 o 52 218 52 275 1 3,038 30 3,868
1970 2,735 47 16 119 26 385 s3 228 43 s 0 3,973 28 4,001
1975 2,928 42 16 107 42 364 57 245 i 396 0 4,235 28 4,260

NonsAgricultural Employment

Agriculture Total



Tablel?, continuved,

S e

N
Year

La Plata
1962
} 1964

o~

Las Animas
1962
1964
1967
1970
1975

Lincoln

Mineral

Montezuna
1962

1964
1967
1970
1975

v Montrose
1962
1964
1967
1970
1975

Otero
Ouray

Park
1962

1967
1970
1975

Pitkin
1962

1967

1970
1975

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

tate, County,

COLOR%D0 (continued)

1,116
689

478
290

BN

COmmn

75

kEM]
44

.oon

Manufac,

114

146

407

126
230
174
231
n

675
636
156
157
760

-

Publge Uefl. Trade

w“s 170
432 146
300 140
261 17
207 88

R ) 82

6 76
69 56
58 50
w“ 41
93 e
108 s
127 47
143, 41
176 3
%8 957
1,145 1,006
1,029 965
1,110 984
1,261 1,017
1 1

2 1

1 1

1 1

2 1
167 8
134 11
156 m
130 147
95 23
408 176
356 m
s 109
407 82
380 52
369 352
7%} 262
70 316
353 276
328 221
20 1
H 1

b 1

5 1

3 1

1% b
6 21
40 it
kL] 22
3 3%
56 1
50 15
165 15
201 19
282 2

Non-Agricultural Ewployment

Tran., Comm, & Wholessle Retsil

Trade

Finance

L RPR

115
15
246

Other

Ted.

Servicea Govt.

340
320
290
264
226

60
130

1m
278

State &
Loe, Govt.

580
630
680

91}

2,032
2.2

414
440
460
496
565

807
870
960
1,024
1,142

160
840
950
1,034
1,192

100
115
140
158
195

120
130
145
155
175

210

CO =~

- e 2 COmmw

(SRS

1,37

11,563
11,607
12,978
13,566
14,856

144
152
145
148
169

2,119
2,420
2,648
2,726
3,38

3,929
3,819
4,123
4,198
4,441

4,319_
4,322
4,825
4,982
5,330

5,259

510

1,900
1,860
1,800
1,765
1,708

7
25
22
20
18

653
600
525
461
e

1,390
1,30
1,250
1,201
1,125

1,125
1,080
1,020
98)
925

127
120
105
9
89

175
165

147
136

4,543
4,395
5,130
5,514
6,401

3,017
2,940
3,650
3,83
4,479

1,498
1,54
1,660
1,748
1,947

13,463
13,467
14,778
15,301
16,564

43

655

1,700
1,906
2,936
3,646
5,339

1
[
}’
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Tablel continued

State, County,
Year

nufac,

COLORADO (centinued)

Provers
1962
P
1967
1970
1973

Puedblo

1970
1975

R1o Grande
1962

1964
1967
1970
1925

Teller
1962
1964
197
1970
1975

COLORADO
Total Yor Counties

in Region
1960

1964
1967
1970
1975

COLORADOS
State Total
1960
1964
1967

° 1970
1975

NBI MEX1CO:
Weroalillo
4900
1964
1967
1970
1975

Catron
1960
1964
1967
1970
1975

Mining Constyuc. -
S 14
1 123
50 lo8
4 109
62 13
40 - 1,004
13 1an
20 1,095
1% 1,184
L} 1,349
1 (1]
1 80
2 76
2 82
3 95
5 20
? 4
9 4
1n "2
1 1
180 4
1 S
25 ?
1" 9
10 15
256 S
256 4
170 5
150 4
123 3
3 1
4 3
9 37
[ 49
3 »
6,472 6,065
5,393 7,1
6,990 6,011
7,020 7,404
7,557 8,656
12,690 32,766
11,046 32,602
13,545 31,607
13,630 31,484
14,629 31,950
1 7,100
1 7.300
1 5,500
1 5,265
1 4,89%
1 1
1 43
1 1
1 1
1 2

7,2

22%

20?7
239
304

18,613
12,2627
20,901
21,120
22,150

90,360
88,079
102,170
103,886
108,116

Trade

126~ - 180
19 13
2% 145
364 122
87 93
1,500 1,239
1,335 1,522

1,323 1,359
1,289 1,498
1,162 1,762

80 387
109 307
129 412
160 401
230 383

97 11

8 95
9 123
[3 163
3 263
[ 1
[ 1
4 5
3 [
2 10
2% 12
[ S
15 b4
10 3
[3 2

26 5

15 4

18 4

13 3

8 2

9,866 1,238

40,495 34,649
40,471 36,309
43,665 39,734
44,695 41,971
46,916 46,373

6,700 3,038
6,400 3,393
6,800 3,866

6,708 4,243
6,551 4,955

- o 0t s
L X XV ¥

Non-Agricultural Employment
Finance

Tran,, Comm. & Wholesale Retail
Public peil.

Trade

651

26,309
25,127
29,134
31,253
35,843

19,034
20,808
24,390

986
1,096
1,210
1,315
1,51

4,225

1,604

o

Other

Insurance Services GCovt.

am
305
422
485
612

3,280
*3,650
4,674
5,249
6,372

Fed. State &
loc.

38 &2
64 300
2 580
i 6463
89 26
3,650 18,500

4,504 25,207
4,972 29,858

160 290
110 340
120 ° 400
98 486
20 563
22 198
2% 210
27 235
29 249
3 e

4 63

4 20

4 s

PR T

4 108
2 102
21 9
18, %
2% 88

9 ”
2 125
2 140
30 165
32 182
35 216

17,433 13,28 33,969
19,49 13,641 317,368
26,586 14,386 42,310
27,548 14,958 46,049
33,593 16,362 53,138

19,216 38,13 83,295
89,106 39,423 91,728
108,036 42,234 104,715
119,840 43,490 116,137
143,320 46,104 131,896

18,500
20,500
22,800
25,183

5,569 11,631

6,523 13,727

2,901 16,499

9,062 18,923

29,723 11,390 23,78
B 108

45 9%

52 108

49 102

46 9%

NN s s o

COomMmw

1,225

460

49,99
42,790
46,143
45,242
43,903

11,800
12,000
11,500
1,193
12,299

122
124
b
(3]
57

2,145
2,407
2,238
3,060
3,m

45,118
46,563
51,251
54,393
59,695

2,631
2,057
2,213
2,3
2,585

702
483
5%
548
645

296
149
139
m
2

140,062
164,691
166,198
172,621
202,186

583,565

m,2

91,501
101,201
107,901
12,013
134,66¢

4%
493
360
345
325

- o s o

3,118
3,342
3,558
3,840
4,47

46,318
47,663
2,701

60,457

161,526
165,445
105,024
196,681
220,393

625,299
646,936
16,499
151,872
825,719

135,013

931
78
605
605
305




Teble 17, contiaumd.

State, County,

Year _ _ Mning Comstruc
MW TMERICO (continued)
Chaves
1%60 b3} 1,5%
1946 88?7 "
1%? 423 (31}
1970 410 462
1973 k13 m
Colfax
1%60 126 14
1946 81} )
197 1 n
1970 0 [
1978 0 16
De Saca
1%0 1 12
1944 1 2%
197 1 ?
L] 1 s
1973 1 u
Grant
1%0 1,992 8
194 1,664 86
197 2,006 27
1970 1,879 348
o1 1,688 73
Cuadalups
1%0 1 6
1946 1 1)
197 1 n
1970 1 n
1978 1 1
Harding
1960 1 1
1944 1 1
1947 1 1
1970 1 R
1978 1 1
Liacola
1%0 1 bil
144 1 ”
1967 3 127
1970 ¢ 148
1973 10 L3
Los Alemos
1%0 1 W2
1964 1 1%
19%7 1 E23)
19,0 1 L3
197 1 R4
MeKinley
1960 am b33
1964 1,082 p 3]
197 1,563 $24
1970 1,162 463
1975 09 m
Nova
1960 1 1
1964 1 2
19%7 1 243
1970 1 b3
1978 1 320
Otero
1960 1 602
1964 16 4N
19%7 1 3
1970 1 300
1975 1 19

O Ommo

- e 0o

co=¥f

Tran,, Comn, & Wholes
1ic yedl

9
99

ol
1,01
LM

w
" o oo b o

- o e

120

126
b3
130

ade

o9
463
43

102
1

16
168

—nswe

210
260

sle Retatl

Trade

lnsurence

%2
128

m
123
141
17

- oo o oo

- o o o

- oo oo o

Non-Agricultural Paployment
Pinance Other Ted,

Services

1,478 8
1,89 M
1,626 908
1,869 %4
2,243 1,02
420 200
s M
58 282
%
0 3
s
8 9
TTI 11
T T
w87
LTI
T
s
0 9
7
TS T
s %
W %
M 9
" »
1M
180
[T 1
n on
ns o
1B %
W o
i 200
w267
S 4%
1,408 1,668
1,53 1,606
1,400 1,748
148 1,002
1,438 2,104
7 M
1,208 1,143
1,519 1,060
2,001 1,108
3,25 1,819
1m0
(TR
u n
” %
n oo
1,60 1,008
1,781 1,082
2,814 1,247
2,837 1,283
3,606 1,247

32

State &

3,066
3,382
3,647
3,913
4,402

3,169

2,126

1,770
2,439

2,95
4,03

1%
nns
8,151
8,638
9,617

11,600
11,736
11,082

14,499




Table 17 continved.

State, County,
Ye

NV MExico (comtiaved)

Rio Artidba -
”»
1944 &8
1967 2
1970 23
1975 n
Sandovel
1 10
1964 1
1967 29
1970 21
1975 12
Son Jvea .
1%60 1,
1964 1,608
19%7 1,360
1970 1,190
1975 ”m
San Miguel
1960 1
1964 1%
1967 ]
1970 10
1975 ”
Sants Te
1960 220
1964 -0
1967 10
1970 51
1975 30
Socorro
1960 150
1964 26
1947 &
1970 .
1975 20
Teos
1%0 103
1964 35
1967 Lo
1970 51
1975 ”°
Torrance
1 1
1
1967 1
1970 1
1975 1
Valencis
1960 1,238
1964 (32}
1967 553
1970 403
1975 k21
NI MEXICO:
Total Yot Counties
in Region
1960 9.0
1964 6,962
1967 6,400
1970 5,720
1975 4,90
NBJ MEXICO:
State Total
20,110
1964 12,50
1967 16,109
1970 14,952
1975 13,550

13,165
12,26
11,328
10,960
10,964

10,803
12,202
15,703
14,938
14,358

1,527
12,892
13,270
14,382
16,855

16,503
17,136
18,007
18,799
20,785

13,599
12,964
13,664
13,250
13,024

20,017
19,502
20,005
19,0M
19,78

- cultural Employment

Teade

5,596
6,039
6,675
11
8,155

0,118
0,627
2.3%
9,913
1,022

TCan., Comms & Wholesale Retal)
Public Veyl,

Irade
30

(3}

1.9
1,71
1,002
1,802
1,676

607
660
102
b
829

1,9
2,100
2,376
2,500
2,95)

25)
29
307
%0
40)

27,562
29,736
32,8%
35,364
40,138

39,982
42,712)
45,966
48,008

54,246

Finance
Insurance  Services Covt.

1%0

325
297

36

27
n

82
107
132
16
22

583
809
Te4
7é
1,239

170
m

102

7,258
0,672
0,43
9,297
1,123

9,406
11,308
10,802
12,042
14,401

Othet

914

1.2

170
26
430
572
921

1,198
1,648
-1,58
1,000
2,445

499
603
342
392
(1}

2,226
2,665
2,197
3,004
3.9

%l
162
201
228
282

b33
468
37

126
1,077

45
48
176
0
m

80
531
862
n
360

20,923 13,656
33,510 15,557
37,193 18,105
41,596 20,38
50,702 24,970

36,200 20,492
42,800 23,081
48,600 26,759
$5,362 29,24
69,531 35,0

State &
1ec, Govt,

230

k23]
3N
b2 1]
6))
[ X1

162
202
222
2350
M

176

1,229
1,454
1,926

20,620
32,505
3,988
42,580
52,164

42,808
40,219
55,892
62,135
%,816

27,268
20,505
25,672
25,908
26,544

43,300
45,000
39,998
40,045
40,373

5,402°

1,00
1,465
2,167
2,690
3,962

12,439
12,625
14,246
25,120
17,626

4
4,570
5,200
5,207
5,219

14,139
1,902
15,900
16,969
18,908

2,247
2,164
2,140
2,229
2,517

2,21
2,840
3,402
4,028
$.6%

1,018

974
1,106
1,217
1,495

1,25
$.027
6,927
6,659
6,619

186,87
199,460
211,552
226,60)
259,51

215,039
293,153
307,255
326,617
368,68

162

0o
0

26)
m

495
460
20
180
129

900
"0

(31
S4b

15,426
12,604
8,905
7,518
S\786

31,400
24,000
22,200
19,077
14,941




Todle 17 contiaved,

Agrieulture TYotel
Finance  Other  Fed. Totel = ote

Mursace Services Covt h rt, Esel

19723

1960
1%4
1%7?
1970
1975

Cerfield
1%0

194
1%7
1970
1973

1%0
194
1947
1970
1973

1%0
1964
1%?

70
1973

1%0
194
1%?
1970




ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Tadle 17. comtinued.

State, County,

Yeat

UTAR {contiaved)

Piute

175
Sanpete
1%0

196
W
1970
1975

Sevies

Sumit

Uintah

Utsh

Vesatch
1%0

194
1%
170
1975

Vashington
10

194
1%?
1970
175

Veyne
1%0
1964
1%?
1970
1975

UTAR:

Y- XTI

- vt 0o 0e

%otal For Couatiea

in Region
1%0
1%4
%7
1970
1973

7,081
4,053
4,505
4,0
3.

Ng Comstruc. ufec,  Public

Non-Agricultural faployment
Tinance

Tran., Comm, & Wholesale Retat

edl,

? & 2
16 ) *
12 2 2
15 1 2
25 1 &
s b3 120
100 o 15
134 ” e
100 122 1234
123 1 152
&5 367 50
109 n 0
133 m 53
3] 1,026 32
259 1,452 52
”» 478 19
60 o l:)
[ 3 48) &
44 [ o 101
(1] 8% [+
80 18 »
199 18 90
29 1L d ”
26 %0 %
23 120 10
376 165 166
1s m 134
152 121 13%
1o 103 %?
(2] 0
1.4 1,600 1,206
1,573 7,600 1,122
:.:;: 8,072 1,224
B 8,123~ 1.1%
3.5%0 8,210 148
6 b od &6
7 % b
1] 13 &
5 14 . (3]
105 126 »
” 42 57
1% 16 n
% 202 (1]
* WA 268 n
3% L33 ”
1 [3 J
5 2 2
1 18 [
1 1L [
2 13 ’
2,908 10,024 3,5%
302 10,616 3.1
3,090 1,320 3,326
3622 11,924 an
4,251 13,3%0 2,978

Trade

[}
[}
[J
4
¢

b+ $ 34

165
170
mn
%
m

an
an
3. 369
3,709
(1}

Trade

1,098
0,64
9,501
10,252
uns

553
633
o
14
m

52
»n
n
20
3

1,20
1,32
1,402
1,50
1,714

35

Other

22,750

Ted.

Insutance Setvices Covt.

5,320
5,59
7,526
8,200
9,19

State &
Loc. Cowt,

&, 340

3.6

2%0

12,10
12,340
11,760
1,50
11,206

3
2,2%
2,078
2,082
2.2

2,38
2,147
3,019
3,60
4,0

3,083
3,016
an
3,20
3

Lm
1,463
.40
1,646
2,010

.62
3,630
3,0
4,03
4,526

29,553
32,287
36,444
40,119
0,000

1,325
1,605
1,615
1,702
2,155

2,532
2,12)
), 252
3,518
4LIN

bidd
n
»?
e

m

60,161
71,328
7,912
84,450
9,733

1,40
1,060
0o
[21]
425

350
no
40
&0
2

13,120
10,444
.80
6,542
4,852

4,400
4,200

4,390
4,750

N,
b ?
30,14

41,663
49,33

1,125
1,005
1,805
1,95
2,264

3,202

507

&)

81,200
01,749

104,585




Teble 17.continued.

eoale Netol 7
. -1

Othet T‘. Stete & Teote.
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UTAR (continued) ‘
UTA: "
$tete Totel .
1 TTIN008 14,027 A2 12,000 15,046 AM,008 . 11,200 32,167 27,098 34,131 41,900 340,482 1,190 336,002 -
14 10,379 16,981 32,005 3,508 12,230 49,347 12,262 D8,9352 31,037 43,920 4,40 XN, W? 10,396 333,161
- 1% 10,90 18 90,00 1, M1 10,73 52,79 12,990 42,270 44,034 30,030 41,403 567,08 13,000 31,79
li 1920 9,3% 14,000 53,029 2,001 20,607 36,970 14,100 35,470 51,006 64,402 42,080 404,300 11,932 4le M01 -
1973 0,239 15,50 062 3,080 WA W 16,200 73,030 63,260 08,256 40,05 403,000 9,430 492,381
- feglonsl Poction -
of Azsoona -
190 10,101 3,000 3,400 3,900 2,000 0,29 1,100 6,300 3,290 2,410 9,000 63,000 2,300 7,000
[ IR tK. 4 3,030 3,900 3,430 3,%0 0,90 1,400 2,080 2,213 0,008 2,400 9423 6,025 13,490
197 0% 3, N0 6,338 3,1 2,333 10,000 1,600 9,220 6,30 10,208 24 N1 7,013 19,99 e
1970 i 3,20 7,300 3,041 3,1 10,9 1,95 10,698  9,2% 11,08 9,0 70,540 7,353 06,098
1978 1,083 3,00 9,644 4,100 3,25 12,09 2,562 14,083 12,020 13,2% 11,110 95,40 7,199 102,372
* Reglonsl Poccion . -
of Colorade
1940 9,013 1,402 17,40 13,284 23,99 1,733 180,082 A, 0“ 163,32
1564 17,%? 1,420 19,100 1),641 )2,%8 03 164,091 1'.1“ 163,448 -
1%? 20,901 0,326 0,386 1408 42010 M 16,198 19,626 105,00
1920 11,128 .,m 37,340 14,958 46,000 M 19,060 154,601
1973 12,1% o N, 16,32 9,18 M 202,304 16,200 220,39)
Reglonel Portion
of Now Memtco
190 171 1,168 11,80 13,500, 35,30 22,54° 7,258 20,920 10,69 20,620 27,38 106,00 13,426 201,012 -
1964 M2 12,14 12,092 13,944 6,0 39,0 0,072 33,510 15,357 32,303 20,508 199,08 13,608 212,072 3
1%? 6489 11,020 L2 K ol 6,673 2,07 414 32,190 10,108 37,980 25,672 211,992 0,903 220,437
1970 3,720 10,060 W38 . 13,350 10 B 9,297 41,396 20,383 42,300 23,908 234,400 7,340 23%,121
1973 4930 10,964 34,083 13,03 0,158 40,13 1L,12) 30,702 24,970 32,164 26,545 239,31 3,706 243,39 -
Regional Portion
of Uteh
1940 7,051 3,908 10,00 1,3% M 1,201 0,108 3,020 6,403 12,710 60,10 1,120 01,301
1964 4,093 3,012 10,616 3,1 AN 0,80 1,2) 10,362 3,39 2010 12,340 71,038 10,686 01,769
1%? 4,303 3,000 11,520 3,33 3,5 9,301 1,417 13,00 2,33 9,100 11,240 7, 17,000 03,062
10 4,101 3,422 11,9 an 10,332 1 13,906 0,200 10,849 11,512 X 6,342 91,000
1973 3,009 4,351 DIN 2,970 4,3 UM LG 22,299 9,8 L6 112 MM 4,052 104,983
Sun of Pove
Cornere Reglon -
. 180 323,798 22,9 43,54 20,343 W, 02,99 14,367 60,991 30,562 26,402 30,700 440,004 37,210 517,034
N6 27,200 MH422  M,08 3,320 12,380 n,mM 16,207 70,091 43,011 06,636 31, 050 404,000 09,027 33,7
1% 35,00 23,048 32,041 0,008 15,712 01,54 17,600 84,00 40,023 99,608 ar.m 327,000 0,29 322,139
1970 26,003 4,004 34,018 9,05 0,00 0, 19,019 95,084 33,356 111,017 47,076 362,214 0,606 407,002
1978 23,42 25,004 2,042 0,050 2,00 loo.m 23,013 131,092 6,961 154,640 49,340 054,008 3,000 92,911
Sum of Four Btates .
10 62,207 99,29 204,442 107,102 24,160 241,084 397,680 112,080 204,454 191,304 1,081,711 197,93 1,149,033
1066 34,410 94,285 213,308 106,079 01,156 264,243 334,356 12),046 230,760 l" 1 l.“’.“' m 28 1,000,170
1% 53,108 0,970 W, 1M 112,651 04,2 2.2 2063 276,576 149,737 201,202 192, Wi JHL10 lll.n‘ l.'7..")
1970 31,106 00,034 247,722 116,938 96,717 320,33 o708 334,070 162,784 327,328 l“.’“ 3 0)'.007 109,263 2,6
1975 50,68 1,1% 1,29 130,070 113,639 73,007 114,299 423,241 208,304 us.m 204,293 1.08..707 'l.”l 1.!10.“)
A
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